Karts* s Brief ari^v;er to ituestioiia oi^O UlLl fona; 

"•••5* In Bom places the scholarship is sounds in others, it is quite weak 

j f 

Ho specifications here bat it doesofaclude 

In 6 Kurt 2 says *’tlTat X ata^hijLy urge TJiCP to encourage Wrone to iiLake tlie 
necessary changes to i^^ut it into publishable foim* ** By tMs iCurts really 
means for the Hrone book to say wtnt Kurts wants said, regardless of thB 
established and known official fact, rather than what Wrene w.-uits to say* 

In this as In many of liis other generalities tinat are unsourced and undocumented 
Kurtz himself raise questions about whetiier hia word can be tai^Lcn and whether. 



after publishing- a bock supix^sedZy on the assassination of it?esident Kennedy, 



Kurts has mastered the established, official and available evidence rather 
than propaganda about it * book documents tl-at he is not an authentic 



expert and if he is asked to produce citations for his personal cracks, 
he makes with no pretense of any support for tiiem, it is \d.thout question that 
the record he makes on liimself in this also establishes that he is not an 
authentic assassination expert and dotes on some of the more irrational of the 



suspicions tliat, although ref er:::'ed to as theories, are not theories at all* 
Ih^jire fabrications, inventions, witiiout actual support for then, 

^ In 7* Kurts again soys tl^at if Hrone converts wiiat he wrote into what 
Kurt it sliould bo published, but only if lie does that, Hping what Kurts 
recoimnent^^ would conver^a work of nonfiction into tlie kind of fiction Kurtz's 
-one book is, 

Next Kurtz has what he titles his "G-eneral Coramentary” on what Vi rone wrote* 
Kurtz's cxlticism under "Organisation” i> again tliat l^me did not write 
what Kurtz would have written* 



The Kurts criticism under "Head Shots” is again Kurtz wanting Wrone to 
ifjrite whit he would write and oiidt wliat he woul^ omit* He also wants Wrone to 
depart from tlie established official evidence and, as Kurts hiiaself did,^o 
for tlie at:.’eet iirforuiation that has no validity, Kurtz is clearly not familiar 
with the great amount of official assassination evidencoc that Wrone reviewed 
and from which he selected wliat he wanted to say because it is the officiai 
evidence and because that official evidence is other than the evidence used 
by the Comridssion and tiie major inedi^Kartz*s uncritical use of this kind of 
steeet infonmtioii resulted in a disaster in his own book* l^re he demands 
the same mistake of Wrone, who limited l^s sources pretty much to the official 
evidence or uses of it brothers. It is not "theories," not conjectures, not 
manufactui'es but tlie ignored official o'vidence* Mostly ignored^^ > 

Kurtz unscholarly attitude .persists in liis paragraph "Citations 
and Bibliography*' 
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That parajjraph holds no support for tho u3U£d Kurtx crack tl<at he is ’Veil 
aware of V/rpnei^s infatuation idtli the wozlcs of ilarold Weisberg ni’npg. this 
"'T^ejifuscript concei’iis tue ^^ruder fil^^ he needs to donjanstmte a thorou^d^ loiow*^ 
ledge of the literature that disousses the fi/;u in sows detail. " liere Again 
Kurtz demonstrates his preference for tlie itiade-up tri^ supposedly abjput the 
2apruder film and actually what assassination nuts have asade up the the subjeot- 
laatter ignoramuses, Zilce K^tx, prefer. There is no point in giving any even 



slight credibility to that intellectual trash. Uisely, tfrone does not. Kor 
does Kurtx specify wisat lie has in mind. Wot even in Ms endless oracles at me, 
tile one who has lim ited himsulf entirely to the offioial assassination evidence 
in Ills books and on this I'ilm. Kurts sa^s that there are "countless sources 
on the World V/ide Web" tliat VJrone omits from his citations. As he should have 
because what 1 have seen of that and what Kurts ap^iarently likes of it is trash, 
not etldence, made-up junk, not estunlisi^ed fact. 

Kurts is either dishonit or he is ignorant of the basic work 1 did on that 
film and made available to Wrona. Vtes I who discovered that it had been 



damaged and how it Wes damaged, ^dLtU wliat consequeaces, for example. We come 
to more of this, additional reason for Wrone not inaki ng use of the official 



•Evidence i made available to him. 

Under|'6thar interpretations'* Kurta lists tkiise lio thinks and says that 
Wrone should have draim on for their interpretations* I had contact 
three of tiiose and tney broke off 'when ± proved that they were wron^« 

ihey preferred attention to being factually correct* The serious mistakes 
in the works of liantik and Groden are deali^ with in several of my unpublished 



laanuscripts* Qroden did two outrageously ignorant books and I devoted one of 
those roanuscripts to his fabrications and his mistakes. Before the distributot 
of t^roden*s video-bf^pej^ settled a plagiarisni case out of crourt I wrote that 
C^roden *'caii*t even steal strai^^t.'^ Aside for the mai^ and serious factual 
errors iai what lie wrote Groden drew extensively on the uiicrecilted work of 
others and this liteary theft 4 Uf wiiat ICurts wants Wrone to use rather than 
the establitxhed official evidence. 



kurtx again exposes himseli as devoted to tlie assassination trash wtien he 
says, tliat **It i> imperative for feTrone to discuss those interpietations of 
the iiapruder fifem, ** this he is really demanding that Wrone go for all that 
made-up and liipossible assassination trash that Kurt a likes and is not within 
the concept of the book Wrone wrote* 



%ain, Kurtz's real complaint is tliat Wrone did not write the kind of 
book that Kurtx would have wanted hira to v/ilte preferring, as Wrone does, 
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the actual official evidence to these childish fabrications that, vjhen fact is 
not a consideration, can be made to seeni to be qLdte attractive-but are 
fictions* 



Kurts tiien has 7Jtaat Im titles liis “ileviewer’s itsse^^ent^' of tlie book* 

So used is idirts to vjhat is not real that ho refers to what ^rono wrote that 

proves there v;as a conspiracy to his “thesis#” ^t is not timt and despite 

Pi 

Kurtz's raisrepiesentations of wh^t v/nane did write the ffe does establish 
that there was a conspiracy* Xt doe^ot and Wrone does not say tliat identi- 
fies the conspirators* 

Kurtz also alleys that Vifrcne must ”-Liid£e nvi^roiis substantive chanires in 

tliQ inanuscript” because “there ^r,re too mai^y factual errors* “ Kurtz's word 

for it because he cites not s single allied factual error. l^.jLe also claims 

that “Thep are ^^^lany statements that border on tii© Kibelous.” 

_ /\M4 ^ 

I trough draft of the Wrone manuscript and neither of these 



criticins has any basis in fact* What is mors likely is timt V/rone did not 
approve the assassination nuttiness to which Kurtz liad always been^oted. 

Kurts then ^ists of tiie ma^cr parts of the manuscript that need 

i-evisitan.” First is page 6f panragraph 2. Hareadjng this citation serves to estab- 
list that wiiether or not Kurtx and others like liiia, X’lhat ^^rone states is well- 



ertablished trutli* jl^ does not Iciow tiiat those virone names arid more 

did dishoriered thd that-. is merely another tribute to his subjects 



matter ignoriince* 

!Phen , ”P, 7»1,b - the blossoming "Jruth in the hinterlands# ' Vfrone's hero, 
Harold Ueisberg, lived [sicj in Frederick, i'iaryland, hardly the 'hinterlands'*' 

I have a city of Frederiok loail adLiress but l live on tho side of 
Gambrill mountain, not within the city of Frederick# 5?ne deer coiiie up to Qur 
home as they feed and tlie Canadian geese and the tjallard ducks make nests on 
out fivs^li^ ceasas each ycfir. •^S riEci ui &-t-^^ia--i:ns-iii^g;r^-rQrcl^oiridaie--ea^Mt^i ^^ 
iCurta's next critioi3;a is, "P.39, II, 4-6," The second shot laissed.,,'" The 
Warren Cosinission never said ti)at the ^oond shot missed. '/Tse evidence is in- 
conclusive as to whather it was the first, the ^oond or 'the third shot which 
ml ssed. 'Warren iieport, p. 1 1 1 . " 

In addition to not being able to undei:£tand official and established 
r 

sssassinatioijfact, Kurtz is not able to understand plain English* I£ the Commission's 
ilaiKJrt does not have tlie second shot missing, tkm the Cotmnission could not have 
concluded tliat there liad been no conspiracy, that Osw^tld alone fired aH the shots* 
Bepsite the assassination junkieB of more recent yeoTG, it was only tlia first 



shot tliat the Coimiission dared claim inflicted all JJ.even non-fatal vjouiids on 

tho President and on Governor Coruially and the Zapruder filja leaves it witliout 
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cimestion that the s ^§?j£3rs}X)t es:ploded in the President's ^laad. Thus, 

^;beri the tioimSoiOii could no avpid the shot a spray of concrete from 

which woimded tfim sli(^htly> that liad to liavc; been th> second of the adraitted 

three shots tliat were, in the official account, fired tlmt d.aj and at that time^ 
"vifhat follows is "P. mtO, 3rd Par., 1.3 ^ 'Oswald wouIl^ be firing down at a 
steep ai:igle, Tliis is iiicorrcct. The angle vjas 17 degrees, 43 rriimtes, and 30 
^ecq/ads, herbly a steep angle, %" In tills Kurt^ presents himself to also be an 
expert on rifle firing* A downward shot from more tlian 66 feet up in tl'ie air 
;jQd at a tar^^t mving avjcy from about 2O0 fe-t distant on the ground is firing 
"at a steep azigle," according to the actual experts who offered any opinion, 
because Kurts cites no expert opinion l:e is again presenting himself as an 
expert in a field xfe/ which he lacks the basic ^^llowledge• because Kurt^ is not 
an expert on such mtters wliat other criticisns lie maices of this nature will 
net be addressdd absent t]p:iother^Es^ to do so. 

vhiat follows is Kurts' 3 foolishness in presenting IrLmself as such an expert 
wi?en in fact he is ignorant of such ii^tters* Kurts says tiiat with one shot fired 
at frame 237 and the next one "after frax/e 233/* then Oswald "had sufficient 
time to fire the t^io separate sliots and wound formally tvjice." The actual 
time represented by those Zapruder f^mnea is a trifle iiiore tiia^i a single 

f 

second and despwte flirts' s later itiisre presentation of the actual results of 
the actual testing done by the- country's very best sliots with the iniiy staging 
those tests, even under greatly improved conditions this shootiat^ stxributed 
to the Oswald who liad not handlod a rifle in years, was not possible for the 
country’s ver^ocst shooters* Tliis kind of serious and basic error is t^ypical 
of Kurtz’s criticism as it is of Iiis writing in his book, and detecting these 
errors is not easy for -aisacoi^^bo-^aig ht bo used aa u JubjoU a 

p?er-jCTi !*w , ^rQ l fef7^i l: ^ > a ls^4ho are used to accepting those presented as experts 
as real experts and who laek the akills and the iaiowledge necessary for laaking 
judgements ahoet the assassination and wliat is writtren about it, officially aidi 
unofficially. Iturta is SO ignorant of the subject matter about vxhich ho writes 
and here offers criticis:as that come from hi^ ignoranc^in his own writing he 
has the shot that allegedly hit tiic f’fesident in the back of his neck ^dng 
utniaid in the President's body when it allegedly originatod more tlian 66 ^cet 
in the air* 

Kurtz is no less ignorant of m£?tion pictures, ac he deinorist rates in ”P. 43 2, 
’The film e.^tabliuhes a shot at abouJ frarae 190*’ The film docs no such thing, 

As lirono himself admitted [sicj om p* 42, frame 190 is blurred. There is no 
evidence from tliat frame tliat J/K had been hit.’* In this Kurtz sets himself 

up against hobsl L.^ur-Jate "^uis ^ilveraa, who stated tSrnt the fuzziness was from 



5 



the Luiintetided of tiie camera iii reaction to hearing- a shot, ^his is 

idiat \irorj& is writln..^ a do at, as others tiave, back to niy 1965 book. 

IDhese net bein^^^ serious enooi^h flaws for the Kurts i/ho pretends to be an 
unquestionable expert on all matters on tihich he is not expert, ha continues 
to demonstrate his adiction to making up for criticism what is not in the 
Wrone iitmiuscript, timt v/ith bullets fired from front and iack at frames 512 and 
is iDhysically impoasible to liave such synchronisation. Humans sij:i|^y 
cannot r-espond t^r^at quickly#*^ Slat need for any ** synchronisation^^ was there 
in firin^^ at a visibiic tarii^ei; who iiad already been fired at and struck? This 
is part of the street-talk assassination mythology to which Kurts is addicted. 

The acttial e-.o/idence, the actual f official evidence, leaves it without any 
question at all tlu>t the jPrssident v^as fix^d at from both front and back, as 
even tho House assassins comLittee, the work of which Kurts likes, stated. 

There need not have been, as Hew Orleans District attoxnat Jim Oarrison ::said 

ft 

there was, any coimiLunications system, When th^ target vould be hit, fire is 
all the instructions, 5S there were any, that^'w^ needed. 

In Kurtz's next incorrect criticisra lie again flaunts his ignorance of the 
actual official evidence and of the Zaporuder film itself in/'P 46,4 - “film 
shows the back of the head intact* * TIsis is not accurate. The back of the head 
appears in only tv^o frames, or in oixe-ninth of a second* Tiiose tiio frames [whic& 
Kui^tz is careful not to identify with their frame numbers] are not sufficiently 
sliarp and clear to state that the back of the head is not damaged*," If this 
flauntin^>; of l^iis professional ignorance is not enoUi^h for Kurtz he adds to it 
that ' it is pTGsumptious to assert, solely on the basis of ti^o fraiaes, tliat 
the back of the head vras intact," 

Because Kurtz's IniOblcdge is limited to the small fraction of the ofilcial 
evidence that had been witliheld and I and another critic forced out in tlie PBI^s 
disclosures of ^cember 196 ? and J^muary 1966 as well as any of tixe ^oiriirLs^iion* s 
published work tiiat he did not trU sunder stand and/or Liisre present, and lie did both, 
I offer an explanation of Kurtz's ignorance and of his failure to keep infornBd in 
the field in which he clairas expertise. 

Life magazine made 5i5mm slides of each frastie of the Zapruder film the Com- 
mission indicated it wanted. The framee of that film were given their numbers by 
Pdl ijabo ratoiy agent Lyndal Shancyfelt. w'hat the inagasine duplicated for the 
Comiiission extended to 543, hut in the black-and-white copies of tlic color 

filrji the prepared fer the Commission, which was to publi^sh in age black and 
white, not in color, foi^ Ills own reasons Shanoid'elt stopped at frame 334 , When 
X called tills to the attention of the National Axchives, it was embar. assed,it 
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wrote me an apoloi^ and it invited me in to examine tlioee nine fraiaes that the 
Phi, wliether hy accident or intent, had suppi'esseci from any CoiaitdSidon close 
stu^y and from publication in the exhibit of wliicli tliey are port^ Exhibit 685* 

I accepted tim .archives invitation and projected those slides onto a screen 
tliat was about five feet wide. The clarity is startlini!^ in that great magnification* 
And alnost immediate tirhon individual iTk'omes are Examined, here frames ^}iat take 
only a ninth og second, the ti^iie iuirts has claimed is impossible for clear 
understanding-, the back of the President's head is clearly visible, At this 
poii^t in tiiat fiLa tlie Piesident is thrown violently baclo^ard, agai.nst the back 
of the seat, and he has begun to f.^ll over to his left, onjto his vlfe* As he 
^ivists in his fall, for that ninth of a eecond the back of ills he^d is clearly 
visible* Not a seems out of place. There is no visible hole, M no visible 

blood on the back of the head or on the clearly visible collar- 

That ^ther^e is no visible ^iound or blood on the back of the head so relatively 
long after the fatal shot but in fact only very shortly after it is ©i^ough to 
destroy the conclusions of the Warren ^onmiisaion* As the i’BI kne^-; because it 
imposed tliose conclusions on the tiommission* there is basis for be lievie''/ing 
that tl^e suppression of tliose nine frames by the. f'EI may hiive been intentional, 
but whether intentional or not, V/rone is quite accurate and as usual Kurts is 
ignorant of wiiat he writes about* 

I have prints of those frames made from the iiapiuder film that was on TV 
on public television* Kurtii has never coioe to examine my records , as I have 
alw:y*3 permitted all wxdting in tlie field (laost of vfhom X know X will not 
agree vjith), with unsupervised access to ray own work apd to the thirtl of a 

mollion yages of ogEicial records J- obtained by BXjIa litigatio^r-^ aiid to ~d ur — 

copier. According to the disclosed FBI records, he got iilf university to buy- 
only first section of tiioso FBI diBClosures, additoon to all of those 
records I sued for and obi;aiiied tine relevant files of the FBI's Dallas and 
hew Ore Ians records and, as ii^one was able to examine and Kurts did not, to 
the degree possible I made duplicate copies of wliat seemed to be tlie more 
interesting docuntents and filedi^tliem by subject, not as the FBI filed tliem, 
in the secquence in which they reacheji the file clerks* 

On tills I undersore that either Kurts did not understand or he did not 

exaJd_ne all that he iiad accessible, not liice the above, wh^t"liEHliirnTO 

he could ^ave, Kurtz my Post Kortem* 2n it, on pages 5BOff, I print in facsiid.le 

Lijho report of the panel offcisdical exports the ’^enartiuent of Justice asked to 

/ 

exaiidne the autopsy films and to report on them* Tliat piinel of the most authoritative 
of medical exp:irts p"^laced the wound that was fatal four inches liigher than the 

authoaoy report placed it, or not in the hack of the head hut "approxLraately 
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too m. iibove the ext carnal occipit,.! protuT^erance,” the bulgia^ bone o ffpooito 
Nliich in the Ihirren Conxiission case it was allefiedli| located, ur, 
of tiiat panel of experts is in accord wit^i V7bat the suppressed nmne 
the rfiapmder filn: show (pa^sje 590 ) • 

(Ks^rta also ludoes ^ ui^jLiifornied cracks about what Virone iijrate about the 
iitipossibility of the single -bullet tlieoxy made up, in defiance of the official 
evidonee, b;r the Comtiission. the official wrsion tliat bullet passed through 
the ih:N53ident without strildjog bone. According to this same panel, on page 593 
of Post riortem, which Kurt 2 has, in the ^'neck region" tiie autopsy X-rays 
show "severe metallic fragment^^' are presen in this region. I'his is to say 
that .Jrorie is accurate and infcrjfoed and his critic^, Kurtst, is , as usui^ not 
accurate and not factually informed.) 

Aorts praises slriabhy worlc on the assassination, but considerdLng the book 
he wrote himself', tiiis is not surprising# Xt was a very shabby book, at its best# 

It is tliB book of a preconception-dominated mind tliat lias net done the work re- 
quired to master the great mass of available official evidence. He ssys *'P. 89 

f 

last 1, 'shoddy vforkmaship. * * * TMs is m unfair scurrilous attack on one o^ihe 
most Inspected works of fiha assassination scholarship'#'^ ''Hespected?? by whom? % those 
who. like Kurts, make up what they want regarded as evidence, as proof? By the 
iiiaas of those who write other than fact and loake up what they wcuit to have be- 
lieved? I'lost by far of wliat has been written about the assassinatian is shoddy, 
including the Kurts book, so he is harily informed enough to know what is and 
what is not ''shoddy#" 

Kurtz again demonstrates his ignorance of the official "solution" and vrhat 
it requires as he does his iipiorance of shooting rifless"^. 92, 2nd Par#, II, 4-5- 
'If a shot comes prior to 210 Os^^ald could not physically have fired it.’ This is 
not true, iia could diave fired through the leaves of the oak tree* Tlie gusty 
wind cotad have blown tlie Ifiave^'^ut of his line of sight# He could have fired 
from another window# ” 



Imagining and iiaking it up to suit his preconceptions and to ignore vmat is 
essential if the Jiteport is to be believed, Kuutz has Oswald firing at r^indom, when 
lie could not sight the ilfle because his view of the President was blocked by the 
dense foliage on. that live oatc tree. Vfhat in his sub;iect-matter ignorance Kurtz 
also ignores is tiiat if Os^i’ald fired from any other windovj?/, all the ballistics 
e^Jldence would have been different and on tliat b;,sis alone the Viarren Sport 
is disproven* lie also ignores the fact tliat photographs prove tiiat most of those 
other windows were closed and firing tlirough cljDsed windows shatters them. 

Kurtz says that Josiah Thompson’s 8ix Secures in Dallas is truly outstaSi/ ding 
work#” Compared with most of the assassination trash that followed this is true but 
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vdth regard to what new tiut brought to light thi,^ is not true, host 

of his hook liad baon publisliod earlier, viliat 'Thompson ddd was i;aportant was to 
have excollent artist’s duplications of the parts of the haprudei' film tiiat Tliompsmn 
could not publish hecauae of the copy^^right and the high costs of perLiission to 
use tho film. la offeriiig tliL^ opinio a Kurts again displays his ignorance of both 
tlie established fact of the assassination and of the literature on it. 

l^his is glaringly true of Kurtz’s statoKients in criticisia of Wrone*s correct 
statement that '-ho ca?edihls evidence coniiects him (Osw^d^to the assassination,*’ 
Kurts ticks off, entirely uncritically aJ:id again displc^ing his ignorance ojthe 
official evidence that he avoided in his own work, wliat superficially would seem 
to connect Oswald with the assassination, hut the actual official evidence is that 
the rifle was not and could not have been used in the assassination. La what Kurtz 
ticks off, like Oswald’s prints on the rifle [Kurtz does not ^ say where] and 
the finding of tlio shells that liad been in that rifle n^^ar that sixth-floor 



window, he fails to comiect any of that with the crime, as the actual official 
evidence also fails to do and more, the actual and ignored official evidence is 
that tlifr rifle was not ai^d could not have been used in the crime, interestingly, 

Kurtz maizes no r^ntion here of Exhibit 399, that so-called m^igical bullet, which 
was f:l^^Sed from that ±ifle, but what the biommission says of it is all caade up by 
the domijdsidcn and is refuted in the mass of official evidence tiiat is availble to 
those who, urJtike take tlie time and go to the expense and trouble of eKaiaiiiing 

it. Unpleasant as it ^loy be to even consider, the actu^ty is that that bullet 
Was planted and what the Oominission attributes to if'^^staff of boii;Liisi: 3 ion just 

made up in accord with the official prec^ception which was agreed to, aaid this 



exists in that official evidenc^iTne Kurtzes of assassination mythology. 

(I published enough of this at the beginning of ilgyer Vjfrone saw those 

d^bcuments hevo, as Kurtz could hjive^ and ^roiie loade copies of thf^m, as Kurtz 
Ciould have and many othe^^did. 

It is false to say tliat, as Kurts sa^'s, ’’Brennan saw Os^fald in the sixth floor 
window just before and during the shooting,*’ Hot only is Brennan tha most un-depend- 
able of alle^sed witnesses, when he stated tlrls before the Uonuaisr.don, as in to a 
degree ha did, lie was^ contradicting himself aspf the night of the assassinajdon, 
vihhen ha saw Oswald in a police lineup and said Oswald was not the man be said 
he liad seen. 

In his next criticisisi of Virone Kurtz displays his ignor^aice of the Zapruder 
filml He says tliat could have heard ;^ie eound of tlie first shot, which 

missed [ as in fact was not true], and raised his anas to protect his fac#.'* 

4aide from whether or not the photographed position of jTK’s arms could have 
protevesu lix£i face, te n^ver got them cf his nose and thev 
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mere in thit fixed position for a relatively loni^i time. He also had one clenched 

hand in fmnt of tiio other, which was not a position for protecting the face. Sfee 

Comixi.s:don ilxhibit BS^jYolume OTIII, 1 ff, too, is typical of ICurts. 

As he made up the nonsense in his book he also laakes up his criticiams of liirone, 

without regard for the established official fact and generally tn contradiction 

of it* IMs is not scholarhsip. -‘‘t is assassination raythology. 

Kurts *3 criticism of Wrone*s ptateuent tliat the so-called magic bullet 

-4 w 

was a siiot from t±:e front include his demand tiiat V^rone state 'Vhat kind of gto 

and aumiunition were used?'^ end ‘'wliere did the bullet He says that what 

V/rone wrote is '*al*tother sf categorical statements*" 

iidth no bullet recovered and with the possibility t}:int the shot, which , 

according to tlie only witnesses who that wound in the coitrse of their 

inediool efforts and before the nbody was altered was from the front, exited 

the back, although tl:ieri3 is known answer to tlie qaiestion Kurtx poses, the 

obvious possibility is t}i;,d the bullet exited the "^ck, ^d there were eyevhltnesses 

wj:^^ testified to seeing a bullet impS^ ^ISmtoolimusine, 

Kurtz is ludicrous and anything but scholarly and iitipartial in quoting 

«rone as stating that iSecret Ser^rice agent the shot hit the 

President about four inches down from his right shoulder. ^ bennett must have 

had magical eyes, to be able to see a bullet travelling at more ti^m 2,000fps and 

see its impact (a tiny 6-7 mm, hole in the back of JFK's suit jacket’." ThfeCJ)st 

obvious refutations of this Kurts criticisia is tliat when the bullet impacts 

tlie impact is visible, Tr/ith clothing, by tlis? Liotion of tiie clothing in reaction to 

the force of the bullet. Vi hat the supposed assassination scholar Kurts does not 

say is txiat a wound at tliat point on tho Pi^ident’s body is confirmed not oiily 

by the required official body cJriart of the autopsy but also by the .photographs 

timeii during the autopsy. There is ani)le other confirmation in the official evidenGe. 



In Kurtz’s criticism of what hrone vjrote about the back of the President's 
has^d and clothing as depicted in the ^pruder film, vjhich means at the itistant of 
the assassination,, wise£^ and subject§i^ter ignoramus that Kurtz actually 



is estates :"P. 13B, IX 7-8- ’There is no blood on it [the back of head] or 

on the sh±37t collar. ’ Wrone cannot the bloocT ^ in those two fraiaes, butthe 
blood jLs there. Tho back of tholiead was drenoliod with blood, as was tM collar 
{^'on± and rear}* H* Ueisborg, i^ost mortem .ou. 597-3) What Kurtz ajroids 
sayiiig is that on those pages I published t-.*o photographs one of'what^ had been 



suppressed and 1 obtained under Foia/wiiila what is important is that deliberately, 

t ^ 

because lUortz c^ertainly laiew that body bled aft-^r shooting, he raiS^reprents to 
maice Ms untrue point soem to be true* llpoe pictui’Qs v;ere taken after the corpse 



1Q 



liad been moved and luid been in mdiy difiercmt poi^itions, uhich tiie blood 
patt^^im di:eferont> between th.^ tiii/^-jprndor sliot M.s film and the time, after 
the autopsy in suburban \Iar.r±m^oxi^that those pictures were taken by the Pbl* 

It also is not true, ac a glance at those piotui'os inaices cls^ar, tliat the 
collar was drenched'^ with blood. Part of it has no blood at all on it and the 
other half has a few sinall spots on It* Both collar ii:ids have blood on tliem but 
it cannot be said truthfully tiiat tiie right side, as word, is ^drencl^ied" in blood. 

V^l^at the supposed assassination e;i;p<5rti Kurtz, does not inontioiytliat the 
suppressed PBI picture of th^s front of the shirt prov^^ that the official 
account of the assassination is false. In the official story a bullet entered the 
President’s back and exited t:iz*ou^ his shirt collta^ and the imot of thQ tie* But, 
and tiiie is tiUite clear, tiiere are no bullet holes in either the collar or the tie. 

Kert Kurtz observes tlmt sayirvj that IMlliam ’hianchester lied^' is “potentially 
libeliius"* Uhat he does not say ic tlmt if it is true that Manchester lied, it 
is not libGlcus. ^ ^ Ilf AUiA^ oUb~ 

Kurtu is so driven to '^^critical ■‘'tlran& t|\at be is driven to q.uestion 
Zc^uder’s credibility * 'fix? only artTunent tiiat Kurts presertte is tt^at li^any of 
those wlio roported vdiat tiiBj said they saw in Balias ti)at day “presented clt^arlj 
eroneous accou^.“ This is always true but tiiat many not dependable does not 
mean tliat all were, fhose many also did not htive tiieir eye on a lens tliat was 
f^osed on the President, with liis camera laagnifyin^^ as X n^oall by four times* 
Zapruder was one of the first actual eye'-dtnes^s questioned by the fe<^eral a^nts 
and by the police and his account lias always been th^i same. If Kurtz were not, and 
for the responsibilil^ lie accepted this cannot be emphasized too much, a subject- 
matter ignoramus, lie would liave known the the Zapruder credibility, of the ample 
confiz'mation of ^diat he said and that d^pite the considerable effort to get liim 
to change what he said. In fact, despite the importance? of his film, lie was not 
questioned by tlxj Warren boinrjdseion uotil the month afte^ it liad p^^lnnod to 
publish its Seport- and then he wqs# deposed in Dallas, viith n® ?^mber of tiie 
CoLunisidon present , with only the *^oi:als^:i±oii lawyer, Liebeler, and the court 
Importer in tlio room wdth Zapruder. 

Under “P* 147 - l^st* Par“ Kurts says “There is no evidence tliat the sound 
of a shot c aused Zapruder to jiggle tiic c^;iinera ^t 190, In fact, the film contains 
i^jorous jiggles, so numerous tliat if each resulted from the rt? act ion to a sho^f 
tlie assassin(o) must have been firing a machono g-un*..“ Here ICurtz presents e«As 
a psychiatrist qnd m expert on sliock reactions and tm time they take. Cr^even if 
they repeated. There is “evidence'^ tliat the shot caused a visible, a jiggle 
reactions. There is reason to believe tliat. Wlmt i'Uirtz really means is tliat 
tlierc is no proof of it imd th^t m^itter not iiaving been tested ^ trial there is 
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no pi’oof* ihere is, ho^ievor, aJ^iple r ^ason to believe it. It is also re};x^ated, 
ai'ter so£ie of his students copies of Uhitouash iii 1966 and c;[i^estioned hirti 

about ¥liat I said in the first published reference to tiiat jiggling, by tlie 

bobel dauAeate iO.var<i 0 , in respefS^se to S'ds students^ questions*5?hi3 is mqH 
kno^.jn ami it is r^asonakle' to believe that Kurtz also knevj it, but ho had no 

reason to believe that t^ University Of iCansas pr4ss or any other reviev^er 

yould knov*' tlaat so he it because hE Ci^st lias to pup tiTrone dov/n, Ult&ne not 
having had any use for Kurtij’s book. And wi-e than that in their history, 

Kurtzs also criticised brono for saying that in the official solution" 
Osiifald had to bo firing tlrrough the glass P* 156 - Par. 1.5<) Kurts then 
says that "Iho Marren Oomi^iission specifically said tiiat Oswald sat or knelt 
miQn he fired aiid tliat he did not fire through glass* What Kurja does not say 
is tLat the Commission’s star witness, Brennan, also testified tiiat he saw the 
rifleman standing up* VJe do .not i;now how fanlliar, if at all familiar, Kurtz 
is tith the actual (J'omrnd.ssion evidence, but we do kno^.; from his ^^review" that 
he is fardlar with Whitewash, 1965 fi^t book* On page 207 of ><<hitewash 
1 reprint an I'BI picture tlie Oonuids.jion and publT.j 5 hed by it* That 

picti^l ro rakkes clear vjh^t ICuz'ts does not montion, how unusual tiiat windov; and this 
others liln^ it in the TSID really is. 

The Cartoned ba^es of bocks thit were there at the tiiae of tiie assassination 
have been removed for this picture* sniper’s den^V in it. UTliose cartonsw^suld 

liave prevented ani|- siiootLiii.r from the kneeling or sitting position (See vihitewash, 
pages 204-5 for other official pictures of thit window and that vdndow area taken 
on tl/ 2^65 and iuiom to Kurts, according to Kurts hims<flf*) 

K^turning to the Conimision picture of that window opened as photographs 
of the i:ioment of the assassination depict, the sill is only about a foot above the 
floor and the wall is tliat thiyck* It would have beer^ physical iiiipossibility to 
even aimed the rifle at the i.resideiit with the rifleman sitting or on his 
knees* If, with the leggth of liis leg about t^jenty inches and with his face blocked 
partly from tiieleletecilpic sight by the bot^m of tlie lialf-r.vdied window the 

’■i '' — 

assassin could have aimed, he wound have had to have most of his rifle outside the 
ijindow and clearly visible with two shots to be fired aftoi^he first one, which 
did attract much attention, m± trfbmomber, according" to Brennan, regarded by 
Kurts ad a (dependable witness, the rtian he cl'^mod to l^ave seen i?rith a rifle was 
standing, and i^rennan is the Conirnission’s only claimed ejewitnoss* That im^unt the 
vriflo iiad to liave been entirely inside the building and not visib/e to those on 
the ^und and tl:at it iiad to have fired tiiat Quile-t|through both tlie upper and 
the lower ^ naifs oi tbiat windown, or through tn/o panes of glass. 
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Lacking a factual basis for his criticisin but driven to be critical, Ktirt^ 
makes it llp> do pending on the fact that the 'dLCP am the other reviewer laclplds 
kind of detailed knowledge of the actual fact. f 

f' *1 

iCurt£! cites what V/rone said about Gerald Posner, lie "lied,*^ as 

’lldbelous?" t^aying tiiat Posner lied is far froia lieblous, I said much more than 
that about him, i^.iCluding tliat tie plagiarized,^! Case Open, and tlier© has not 
l:<3en even £Ui unofficial complaint from Posner, his publisher or his publisher* s 
lawyer. Still again, Kurts ref Leots liis ignorance of the assassination ext^t as 
he C£in t^^ist the actual evidence to suit hJ_s playing of Sherlock Holmes returned. 
In wliat hrone wrote it is correct to state, as Vfrone does, tiiat j-^osner lied. His 
other ciltlcisias of Posner are truthful and arc not linelous, raises ^ 

question, is Kurtz this much of a subject-^^atter ignoramfe. or is l:iie this dis- 
iionest in his cid.tlcism tiiat recomend ^g^nst publication of tfee book without 
the int^duction into it of wljat Kurts ©e^Sl^^idj^rote and is not true, 

^^62, 3rd Par., 1, 4 - * a roan withput ^ lliis is iiardly a sel\olarly 

judgement, a Hi^ier Authority than David ^rone must judge the status of Posner's 
aouljik.** Only because he agrees with so much of Posner's Motions ar because 
from ^their/past disagreement or because of his desir£ for attention can Kurtz 
say tills. V^hat Posner did is as reprehensible as it can be* He whored with our 
history for profit and glory and the reputation it got him for the future. He 
did tills with wiiat is perhaps tlie most sulr/ersive of criuies in a society like 
ours, what is a da facto coup d' 'etat, and he ISoIudeaTIn" tiio means he used^ 
plagiarism,_afhiah is thievery* Whether or not Kurts agrees with posner, tMs 
is a forced criticisi^i of b'rone and for tiiat a legitimate;? scliolar, not on 
tikEox the assassination, las^o have some inspiration or objective. 

Next ^ICurtx objects to hiono ref e ring to the ^liver ^tone movie, JIK, as 
of '*80 false**in content. Kurtz then asks* "where is the documentation?'' 
tiiis he ignores the VJrone footnote, to Eiy extensive files on the Virone movie. 

3o, in asking the question Kurts Joiew tha snm&Xm iUid if he had kept up on 
the controversy over l;hc filiiL, I 'oegan it* ilo^ because I do not bs^lieve tiiat 
Stone had tlxj right to soy whatever he wanted to sa^ It was because in announcing 
Ms film Stone told the country tiiat in it he would tell ihe people lolled 

their i^rcsident, wiiy and iiow.'* "That is a total impossibility, I objected to 
^tone’s lying to tiic people about wliat lie would be produciiig. i^Iore because of 
his amouncod liiajor sources. One was tiie Hijn Qariason book, On the ''^'roil of the 
Assassin^ and the other was tlia iiarr fantasy titled "Conspiracy. ** I was there 
and I was iiavolved in some of wliat ^arrison wrote about, as cannot be detor inined 
for the (Garrison book, ^lis book on the ono trail ho never took, of tba assassjjia. 



It is not pcs^iiljlcj to speak too unkindly abput vdiat Car;:lson said and did and 
he xfould liave done even worse if soi'ie of hi^ staff iiad not enlisted my help in 
preventing wimt they had failed to l^eep Iiim f 2 ?om doing, Ihis and more like it 
is in those files tiiat Wrone used and cited and l^aft pretends lias no source. 

That cited source is a file drawer in length* 

whose work has licaft's approval, does not even pretend to be an 
expert on lie assassination. His claimed expertise is on tlie so-called 'theories, 
and ho can*t even keep them straight, as his book proves. Marr is not a legitimate 
acjjurce on anifthing xolated to the assassination* X knevj his book would be so 

^ declined a fee for a peer reviiew of it because I knew the assassiiiation 
nuts would be outrage and would tiy to make my life miserable* They'd liave made 
it unpleasai^t* ^ (/y\ 

iCraft says tlmt the sec^ paragraph on p'lge I 64 ^ refers to tme ^-^tone film 

IP 

H?,s ^'pro-eatablisbmGnt. Tiiere is not a single uord that can faiiy and honestly 
be so interpreted, hut the filiji. 's attention in the maftoimiedia did assure tliat 

i 

it would attract large audiences and make money, (yhich Wrone does not say*)That 
^tone was critical of the ¥51 and the Warren 'Commission does not mean he was 



antr-eatabllishment or ]jro^ 



Lshement in it* Certainly 



cites not a 



word in support of this made-up criticism. 

At "P* 175, 1 St Par,, 1,9- 'Willis # 5 shows^^^^JiK hit' It does no such 
thing, Willis #5 shows from the rear, with only the top of tlie shoulders 
£oid tlie back of tli£5 head visible. No respK>nse to a shot is evident on the slide, 
even under 5z icatxon* " Here^S^'^exploits a typographical error that is 

contradicted by the full pi^ragraplu Wrone meanjf to say soi.iething like 'H^fillis 
jf5 shovJs vd;isn JFK wc,as hit," and that, without question, it does* That VJillis 
picture, which by the agree^|?^t of the Commission oxid Willis, was taken in 
reaction to tliat slK)t, i.-hen Willis liad not even !iad tluB to refocus his camera, by 
itself disproves the Warren *^eport because it destroys what the OQimxstdon and its 
staiSd loade up in m;idLng up the myth of the "missed'* or the "magic bullet." With 
JFK bIkO: i^efore frame 2 10, as this one *^illi^i^^W"proves, des^oyes the Miarreh 
he|^3ort and the case agaiist Osira id4. 4s Kurta knew, ifrone did write that "at 202 
the camera comos down dfrom Ills eye." Vft^one then wrote tlmt frame 203 was blurred 
iJid at frames 203, 204, 203 and 206 'j/tlie camera clearly continues to d^cend, " 
This, of course, is the opposite of what Wrone wrote by mist alee, a typographical 
error* But rather than missing another entirely tui justified basis for his criticisiJE 
of \ihat Wronc wote, Krai't makes a big tiling of the obvious typographical error. 
This, too, gives an insist into the ^raft Kiind and intention* Vihat is obvious from 
all of wliat Urone tlid write about this is not that the President vjas hit in the 
fifth Willis picture bit that the pictuims proof that the President was hit 
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before Willis took timt \dcture* 

^ 

Kraft objects to 171 , 1 stPar*, ^rj/ - * tfjo dove JjjIC*,* the iia\vk 

LBJ* Tiiia is Vfrones opinion* JPK nearly dpililed national dcfer^"^se spending, 
^rntliorized tlio Bay of inv^asion*** presided over ilie roilitant operation 

Hg^i^peeel'lOIJGOOiiii a^^ainst ^uba, rattled sabres with idiruchehev in the ^uban 
i’dssile OrxsxB and ap];)roved( through ^obby) the repeated ClAjjHafia assassination 
plots apisanst Casti^o ^ hardly a dove*“ 

j- 

In Kraft flauns either his deliberate dishonesty or liis ignorance of 
the field of his speciaJ-ty, history* lie also does not understand tl:iat there 
wre two ICeiuiedy Presidencies^ with the radical change coining with that un- 
precedented crisis of that mssile crisis* It had ilennedy and Khruschchev not 



'^tottling their *'sabr es^* but in despar£ption Dua in haste grooing for a 

keep tliem not in hand, and in tliat terrible 

crisis, with a potential for death and destr^uction liice nothing in history, 
they \iex4 both doves, no longer hawks* 

V/hat <^uotes is imrdly a fair reflection of the actual Tyrone para- 

graph* ..What Srakt wrote is also false, as he should have loiowii if he is a 
real historian. Kiser±ower^vauthorised*' the Bay of ^igs. Keniiedy, when he had 
no real alternative and was seeking an alternative, did not Cancel it* He in- 
heidted what liisenhower cr'eated and as the historical record shows, did that 
and other things like it with the ■ on of leaving Itermedy no and 

with the responsibility for wiiat the kiaenliovjer adiBinistration did* 

It is false, from the available official record entirely false, tSia,t 
either through his brother or in any other way JoSn Kennedy '^approved'* 
w0at Kraf't refers to as ^'the repeated QIA- liafia assassination ploirs 
against Castro*** proof that this is all false is in the disclosed iTFK 
assassination record/ wliat was discloi^ed to ma by the Justice i^epartrent ggsing 
autoiasticaHy into thB public reading rooms. It is also included In the annual 
i^tate I>epartment publication of official records* 

First of all, iiongoose was not, as Kraft implies, a plan for killintg Castro* 



The CX4- I'iafia plots were authorized by tlie hisenhower administration* The 

xiC 2 ±i 2 S± first was authorized the August bei^ore Kennedy was elected, so he could 

not Iiave ‘'authorized*^ it. The second, and despjjtf; Kraft 'soveriixi ting only two 

/ 

suoh plots have been aclnowledged, was by the ClA without additional ** authorization* 
That Kraft could be so dishonest or so ignorant of Ills own field of expertise 
raises the most substantial (questions about whether his vrord can be taken for anything 
on this subjeot* 

Therdis w^at r.as to bo regarded as deliberate ICraft dishonesty in 173 - last 
sentence- 'Acad^ics, Ic^wuers and congressiiien uttered not a single word [critical of 
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the govemiieat's lone assassin tiieoryj/’ "iJliis is simply not truc**^ 

It also is not what VJrone vjrote! 

What he wrote ahput iix that par^i^aph is, Wrone^s words, not ICraft^s corruption 
of deliberai^ £?nd sustained corruption of the film c^'/idence by a 

federal comMLSsion investigating a presidential assassination* Wrono theh 
said tliat ^'would iiavo been a great scandal,” These are in bhe second and third 
lines of tliat paragraph* There is no rofo^nce to ti^”govemment's lone assassin 
theory'* in this paragraph, tod tliat was, of co’urse, to Krtift's knowledge v/hen 
he inserted wliat has to be regarded as a deliberate £Uid intendedly defainatarS 
lie instead Uronds own words* 

The rest of Kraft criticism is, of coorse, entirely irrelevant, although 
iiupfenjan was not reelected, as the chairman of tt'ue Senate's first intelligence 
coim:d.ttee, tlie ChS^G^IJlo 'was not reelected* 

^i:e so rauch if tluLs, it is not honest criticism* 
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Kraft criticised Wrone for that since 1959 Oswald had fired 

only tvjice* He aaks,”Hbw does Wrone know?” He add^ that **There is evidence tlmt 
someone closely resembling Oswald fired a Euroi^ean weapon @ at a Dallas 
sliooting range shortly before the assassination*” 

The number of people x-fho fired a liuropean weapon at a haJLIas shooting range 
must be rather large, but there is no identification of axiy rifle in ref^ih.ng to it 
as ; ”a Ilurapean weapon," of vhich , in manuf acture j^^^rather than in identification 
there are i.quite many. And if does not iniow tliat what ^rone says is what the 

Qomiaisision also said, ho is s]^:ending more time on his tiieorisiag than in scholarship* 
there is any legitimate complain about tills rather dfesignificaht iiiatter it v^^uld 

be to say. tlmt the source should bo indicated* 

. ^ 

to critiolsm of wliat urone says in the firit pt^agraph he 

lies about me and forces me to defends niyself with criticism of If he 

were forced to defend himself on this criticism, as is true of much if not most 

of it, lifi^^ld find that imposi;dble* He could not with fact rather than iancy 

show what fact kbout the assassination and its official investigations the s:^ 

authors, including' hiJoaself , brought to lij^t rather than in their writing repeating 

— * 

wimt had already been published* The 4H4 review of Kurts" a book is informative on 
this* Some have pul^lished the idldest fandiasies and some are, literally, irrational, 
just plain cra^* The Lifton book had the largest sale and what it says tliat is 
fact about tlis assassination and its investigation liad all been publisJied years 
earlier, but Lifton would liave it believed "^l^t he discovered sex aiid invented the 
x-fheol^ Viihat the assassination nu/, like ^ift, wlio is one, like about the Lifton 
book is Ids impossibly^ fantasy timt tho itrerddent's body was kidnapped and altered 
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befoi-e it reached the ^thesda navy lioapital, an absolute iiupossibility at each 
point in the Xdfton fabrication* hut if Krai't can consider the iiionstrous febil- 
cation as addlni- "'inimeasureably to our knowledge^ his words, he is not qualified 
for the ^gponsibility he assumed* 

Hurt's book is lai-goly a rehash of wliat had been published earlier* He aslced 
me to read and coiament ofi the chapters as he wvote them* Hurt's addition to ''our 
kno?7ledge of the assassi^aation'f is in his oxm and also totally impossible fabrication, 
the last part tliat lie did iiot ask mo to read comiiient on in advance* 

Or, Hurt added nothing that is factual and correct to wiiat vie know. Tiiis 
is true of all those Kraft narnes and he cannot defend his opinion, which itJ the 
basis of his criticism.^one who can read Livingstone 'e virulent denunciations 
of those who refuse to a^poin^ irOJig of the assassination hill is the vtjctim of iiis 
viiulent fabrlcationi^^^^ average high s^:liool student siiould be able to 

recognises ts not factual, not true* ^^obody is more libellous, literally 
libelous, in writing in tiiis field than Livingstone but iiraf t approves h^s 
VJriting and does not refer to it as libelous, as he doe> to drone 
not libelous. i 

xn hii5p.>ntinuedpsrsonal attacks on me and my writing, says that in 

footnore 7 on page 207"Wrone claims tliat ^ WeisbeD^:' ..\&itex^aah is infullible. l^his 
is an outrageously false claim, oilginally made by Weisberg, His works, all of 
themia cont£dhi numerous errors and inaccuracies, fiii^is not intended to attack 
beisberg." If it does not have that intent, why does who poses as an 

expert and wrptes as tliougli he has^Jcio^edge of those allegedly "numerous errors 
and iiia<£?curacies, ” of this serious charge to make about 

£ny works of nonfiction, Not only can Kraft not do tMs, he also misrepresents what 
really wrote to be able to indiage Ixis nastiness, not scliolarsliip. 

Urone actually x^rote is,"^ The beat responsible exaiaination of the 
import is by Harold ¥eisberg White wash (Frederick, i^, 

by tho author, 1^65), iii: xihich, ai’ter thirty-four years no error has been found." 

H \/tL 

What firone wrote is, literally, true, aridT fails to note any 

such error, cn all ths years since th;it book appeared, not a single one of those of 
whoiii Illy cooks are severely criticial in any CouiDission, comciittee or executive 
agency, has called or written me to complain tlmt I was unfair or inacouratein 
what X wrote of him. J, 

Tliis xms not ns iiard for igc as it was impossible for Kraft in his x/oxm book 
because X did no theorising and stuck to tiio officifil fact, ¥hich almost noboiSy 
else, conspicuously did. 

In saying tiiat as a sciiolar V/rene eschews the theoretical in I'^ct of the 



17 



assas^sination for ^hat otliers xiiake up Vixonc liaa ^^tunnel vision,'^ is" actually 

4>eferria£j to what ho do 03 supposed review, and pn saying the others lie 

has in mind made '^equally sxgvXflCQiit contributions” ho is equating fact with 
fiction which, without exceirtion, is wliat all tliose he named did Include* But 

*\r\/ i 

is SO luafayiliar with those otiior works he ofoes not even have the iiama 
of one of the wildest of tlio5e subjeot-^natter ignoramuses^ The name is 

not Feiser* is Fetzer, and he also is a profess! orial scholar* But not on 
the assassiimtion or on its investigations* 

-ih£r"is one cf th- more i^piorant , , and in not recognizino this Kraft is 
again del^i^nstrating tlmt ho is not up to the responsibility he undertook. 

In the direct quotation of Jhat Vfixjne actually wrote, it is api:*arent that 
Kraft could not quote it and then say what ho did. So, he u^ade up what he could 
misuse to deceive and miijlead the ICansas ^niver;:iity Press* I never claimed 
tiiat I Was iniifliible and X am aware of a few miswl^^es, very few, in all that 
I have written, but nose is a serious fac|^ual error and wl^at is perhaps the 
most significant of that few is in a cliroct^facsimilo - use of a^i FBI report 
in wldch tiiat mist alee io inado* It is conspicuous in not a single /one 

of ills critieisas of me and my work does Kurtz incoudo a single citation or 

listed next says tiiat, on p^- ge 208, Wrone is wrong in saying that the Com- 
mission never said tr.at the- second shot missed. In fact, while tliis may be 
literally true, the entir^'eport is built on the statement tiiat the second 
shot did miss. Vfithout tiiat there could not liave been the Keport that was 
issued. It is not possiblti for an open and honest mind to read the tv;o pages 
of the Report tlmt \irone cites^j^jt^iout tliis being stated clearly eaougji, as 
V/rone i^rites that it does. If the source aslted, he could not possibly 

Imd an honest intention iii his criticism, Xt cannot be missed, beginning with 
tile first sentence on those cited pages, 

t ^ s criticism of w^^t Krone wrote iii the first paragraph o/(j/ page 213 
cm oe made ouly by one who is a subjecy-matter ignoramus, ^re J^^s^^ses as 
a lawyer in saying thst what b^rone wrote is “potentially libelous statements.” 
lioie, as ho does consistently, offers not o^ly no proof out no reason to 

believe it, Truthful cilticism is not libel, if were the entire ^taff of the 
Gom2nis:3ion and innur:ierablG FBI ag'ents would have sued me and ruined yie. 

Knowing full well tiiat considerations of libel axe severolj :fcroubling to 
any publislk.^r, ilraft says tluit t;hat V^rone wrote on page is ^Potentially 
Hbclous statements,” To e<nyone not hung up on the wild theories ahput the a 
assassination and not ± Irmly based in the establi^died and irrefutable fact, 
of wl^ii there is. men, tiiefe^^t warning, which can be fails interpreted as a 
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•/'lireat, what liirono actually wrote Id fair, is factually correct, and in no way 

does ^justify his to the pot ential publisher tlmt ho will be suod 

if he Dublishes i^rone wrote. 



.is critical of llrono for wlmt says Wrone ifrote on page 236, and 

lifrone did not says tmt, rXraft's words of his critici^^liat ;iapruder”i 3 an 
infallihle witnessjfS why Zapruder is ini’alliblt: , x^hich is the 

m'one question.i'ihat is coriect that^ae had by far the best view of what 
liapponed because his was on the President through tte maacification 

of 1:13 zoom lensji'. As I redall the laaenificati^n was four times and his T en s 



C 



was focused at all times on the President, best feetty stuff. Indulging 

4 

in thf)3 kind of contrived criticiam rei lects Kraft ' s real intentions in what 
I'lS says. It ia because he has his own intentions tiiiat ho is without oit/kation:?^ 

OE quotation ^ a single one of his criticisms of'^^ant^y writing, 

Ttet Kraft has improper objcctiv<s''and is making up baseless Criticisias if 
only to increase his volume of them ±5 again illiy^atod in what he next saysJ 
"P, 532 , 2nd far, - "Ho shot cold, not luiVine J^fired a rifle in four years.* 
drone does not laiow this." f.ut if Kraft X'jere as far:iiliar with the official evidence 
as he jf pretends, he xjould know tlmt this is what the vfarren t'omroision's records 
say. Hitliout any disproof of wiiich know. 

In his next criticism, on the same page. Kraft again raises questions about 
his subjeotSmatter knowledge or his honesty in his "review, "Literaliy,^drrtz lies in: 
**P, 332 , 3rd Par. ~ *2he Abtirdsen tests piioved ... that a conspiracy killed 
dilt. ' ho. I'hese were ballistics tests, who results fl.re subject to opinioiu [I’&is is 
add an additional, a separate liel The director of the Aberdden tests, hr, Alfred 
Oliv^, ^cifically testified that the sin^e bullet was possible." ' ■ 

7* Mron©'*ssS^aCT of tlie results of tlio^tests is accurate, and from what 
Ik has cited, fesafit'snew that. So, he does apt quote TESSi~wliat Wrono said and 



instead quotes krone's suimnary, X;jr' 'liad quoted Wrone fully he would not 
have dared this deliberate effort to rajovent publication of the'^^^^and to seem 
to puff himself up as tlie expert he is not. 

The ficst pubiidation of the results of tiwse teats is in the first pf tiie 
Whitewash scries, the 1‘jb5 book about wh/ch, without a sir^cle specif icatioa or a 
single citation Kraft has i:ad much tliat is critical of it to say, on page 26, It 
cites sources if Kraft was at all interested in truth and he could Iwe checked 
tk;se sources. Later, wiis.n I Iiad more time and more space I went into that in 
greater detail, I attach copdee of both because pujlishex later, in iBWii 

TV Ti|S ittE&i' I was mj.;kii:g said is true desoite 
unpardonable departure from the str.-iight and narrow juid the accepted standards 
of scholarship by Kurtx* 
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^ur-tz says tliat l>r. OlivieT was in oiiareie of theso ballistics tests, test 
to deteiinine wiiotlier tlie sliooting of tto single-bullet tiieory was possible ^e, 
knew tnat vfhen be wxst joado up nis entix'cly baseless criticise of wijat 'ilpone 
xvrote. Olivier was in wounds, be headed wounds ballistes, as he testified. But 
Sonald Sijijuons was in charge of tiiose tests, as lie testified ana as ii Itraft 
bsd done the basic, tlie absolute lainiaum of real resaear^h lie would Itova known. 
In his testimony in Volume V of the tJoimnission's hearings Sjaranna ifia n t lf tgd 



himself as "the •hief of the Infantry Ueapons Branch of the Ballistics 
Eescarch Laboratory of the Lepartment of the Army^K attached page 441 of his 
testimony). Toviard She bottom of page 442 aimiaons testified that ho liad those 
test firing made. It was Bimmons, not '^livier, who provided the Coiamission with 
the results of "t^iose tests, as quj^edjln -IJliiVER ASAIHl 

It is also a lie to does in his completely fabircated opinion 

of what Wrone wrote, tliat tiiose results *»are subject to opinion*'' They are not 
if honesty is intended and to say tliey are is to impose upon theipfeeia: trust 
of those v?ho are not ^jibject -matter experts and seek the from reviewers* 

4t the least K^a 



is soon claiming expertise and knowledge he does not 
have and fabricates an opinion without the Icriowledge nece,ssa^ for tha^pinion* 

^ t^is lie fabricates an entirely unfactual and what V(rone used 

of what is uniquely my work. The beginning of It in on the inside back cover of 
V/hitewash II*liihile in that I usGd an inaccurate FBI report as the basis of tho 
eyldencQ that it is Os^irald in the ^tgons picture, it was not, as Kraft says, 
that identification is by the face* When that ^digens picture is enlarged it 
can be tiie man in the doorway is either Oswald or Lovolady* But 

^^4^^ dei^ite mailing little of it, what is definitive in making the identification 
is the sh^rt on that man. 

h/ 

Just as Photographic Vihitewaiy^^as to liave been published, all but thx? 
index having been printed, Lovelady's wif exiled me to say trmt on the day of 
the assassination her husb^md iiad not the shirt the I?'31 said he did* I 
Printed an account of her call on pa^^c 294, in the space available at the end of 
that ihdex,Sl:e told me that he liad worn a shirt with large red and black checks and 
shit tried to sell it to me for :i^5,OOO.CX)* 

y^on Q BS^T V was preparing an assassination sp^al, one of the producers 
of that show, -^oh iiichter, c;ame to see me* W^at be aa^ed was suggestions of what 
could maia? them photo materiia and I sug, pasted tlmt he pose lovelady in the 

sliirt he was really wearing tliat day, v/here the govemruent says he was in th^doors/ay 
end from approoxijnLitel:^^ tlie position in Idch 41tgens was wlien he took that picture* 
hichtv;r did photc^iiaph hivelady in tliat shirt and in tljose approximate positlon^^^ 



20 



in that doon/ay* c^hirt is e:xactly wlmt i-ira. ’^ovelady described* 

K 

j^no'wing that there was such a sirt 1 then tried to out uliat unknov/n or 

little^idom pictures could have included tiiat door way at or near the time 
of the assassination, I fix^;d on the first of the eomitein:^ films by those who 
organized tiiemselves into Dallas ^inema Assooiatea to be able to sell tl^i? 
films, one of the Bum reels talcen by a man nmed ^^artin and wliose pictures of tiie 
doorvjay are overexposed* hut examination of tliat overexposed foota^^erf disclosed 

I 

that sh^rt on a man wh.o looks very much Xiice -h^velady, Tjiat shirt cannot be the 

I /■ 

shfi'ton th.it:- roan in the door.^ay in the *il tgens picture and that shirt, in the 

/^tgens picturt^s, has a pattern identical with the shirt Oswald was wearing 

when he ims arrested* There 15 no proof tliat it was love lady in tliat nicture 

and thei^ is tids reason to believe that was Oswald , 

There is other re^ons to e b oisye that it was Os^fald, some of which I 

published and for K^ift'^to say# what ho djroes about my writiiXig he lias to know 

of tiiat i‘BI evidence whdeh ^ published in facsimile, in Photographie Whitewaasii 

in particular, on pages 210 and 211, Tliere are oi^rs who said they saw 

Osviald on the first floor just minutes before the actual firing, very few minutes, 

last criticisi^ here is/*P, 404, 2nd Par,- Once a^^ain, ¥eisberg was not 

perfect end infallible* Eo made mistakes, 

Tlios doe snot inake a case tlxat anytliing i/lrono wote about '^i* Harold ^eisberg’s 

Vihitevrash-^ is factually incorrect, it is not scholarly aM it is not what sli^uld 

bo expected in a review for a potential publisher. It is an unwarranted nastiness, 

ri 

not sc.iolarhsip, in which indulges for his own reasons and prejudices and 

it is fleas tiiat a publisher needs for making a decision to publish or not to 

1 

piinlish* 

I have tl«n this extra tiice when hi past do and in bad health and rather 
feeble and iii^iited because for the past seven years I have been using what time 
remains for me to making as much of a record for history as I can abjeut t^e 
extremes of both sides in the controversy over the assassination which I am 
the lonely man in the middle. Despite my feebleness I have, in unedited rough 
d-^aft form, more than t./o dozen book-length manuscripts. Several are abfut 
200, vCO words long. After that review of ^Curts’ s assassination trash , a work 
that would disgrace a proud writer and does disgrace a professi(jnal historian, 

X ignored Kurtz and did not tal^e time for a fair representation of wbat he and 
Ills book are, Bo, to a degree, this can also substitite for that, Thanks to Kurtz’s 
Piersonal excesses and departures from what is traditional in prepublioation 
reviews, he makes the case that for whateV4r reason he is a deliverate liar,^#/hile 
this Is a harsh coLqi:icnt, it is laorc than justified whan wl^t be has done 1ms the 



21 



clear Intent of disco urai^ig publication of the book Wrono iirrote* 

It also is less than honest for Kraft to keep secret from Kansas that 
he and Urone U':4.re involved in controversy uiany yeard a^, as they ^^ere at a 
S^jutbem Historical 43soclation convontlon in Hevj Orleans# There Kurts wanted 
to prevent tbs appoar<:ince of f^iyone who did not agree with Ills preconceptions 
of the assassination and its investigations^ 

If there ^xb any tiiS^stions about this I will do mj best to an^r tliem, 
as I iJill if any questions are prompted by tiiis# X am not in a ixjsition to make 
a duplicate of that friuite of the I'lartin iX3A film but anyone who wants to oim. 
e:c£^:iine it and tlie itichter slide here, Hy :ceroJC does not repeoduce colors so 
that the checks are red and black vdll not be seen ih a xerox* 

Kraft ends with a list of works that he says discuas tlie Zapruder film* 

^ does not make out any kind of case that those be lists, including hiw own, 
are by tlcse irlth subject -^tter expertise, iieny ere very poor, sometimes ludi- 
crous works and one of those he I'ecommends was the subject of a libel suit 
for its misinterpretation of the Zapruder film* The publisher settled, out of 
court, tlis suit by pe tired Secret Service agent Hickey who, s|ch being the 



authors' expertise,/ claimed that by accjident an agent killed Kcniiedy, 

Bonar i^enningor is the ghost viriter of t^lo rt al Krror, wliich tliat book is I 

" WfW ^ ^ 



first of the expert au’^riiiws in liuX tjniej^^,|^st is tlie comedian 

Dick Oregoiy* ^ / 

iCraft also iiJicludes gossip ar^!li^pendable authority, as in criticising 
Uirone for not using, ”COPa, Video i'apes of ^Euiual Cingt^renoes, His last words 
highlight iu*s iri’esponsibility and his addic^tion to tlue assassination nuitiness 
of so many who imagine t h^^selc;).: , as does as Sherlock ^^Imes reborn: 

^Vrono shj.>ald also ivxx extenaivs searclies on search engines, Alta Vista 

alone has over 4,000 bits for 'Kapruder Pilm,^* 



Alta Vista and www are responsible, dependable sources on such a subject? 

This is the opposite of a scholarly ap,;jroach. 

X also note tliat there are other videos that Kurts omits bemuse they do 
not go^ for Iris fabrications and imaginings* One won the higbe^^hener in tlie 
history division, the Golden Eagle, But tiiat is not good enough for when he 

can complain^ becaus^j all the fab^iications and imaginings he refers to were not 
used by Wrone* 

It is conspicuous, and this bears on I ^ - af t' s profs ssionalisni ^ not alas 
on hj.s honesty, tiiat for all his con-ptaved criticisms of me and of my work he 
cites not a single illustr^oii of his fabrications, none being possible or he 
would have used them, and not a single page as even illustrati^'e of ids 



made-up criticisms. 
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'i'he anon^iiious revievf 

iu o fair cofiiuientary aiid it lacks the prefudiCG of Kui'ts's but while 
all t; at io says ivjuV.axu to bo re^sonablo, it in fact undcscorca the basic 
fact, th\t tliere aro roiriarlcnbly few people In tlic country wlio ha^ t^dceix the 
tii:io to read all tho e:itonoive material necessary to a basic understanding 
of tile realities and can laiow whetlier a Uslief or a conjecture is supported 

Ort/ 

by tlie official fact, of ihtls basic fact is hard for a pi‘ofesaional scholar 

to believe because tm roid star;" of tic assassination and its investigations 
is without iirocedent* i^or exawipld, neither of these reviev/ers states or reflects 
understanding of the fact that in our society aii assassination of any 
Prosidoxit is a de facto coup d*etat,If the asBassination has no .:uch intent 
it does liave tliai reauit, Tliat vras true when Joliiisoa, held ciany beliefs 
tliat v;ex‘« not ueimedy's, bocaiiie Prt^s^dSill ^^.,also believed that tliere Iiad 
been a coni>piracy and tills is recorded in the disclosed official fact* But as 
is little known and not mentioned by eitlier roviower, lie agreed on tlie night 
of thcj second day after the assassination to it being assumed tliat Oswald was 
the lone assassin and tlint witliout any real investigation having been possible 
for tlie govemittent to say that tin: evidence it^had proved Oswald was the lone 



assassin when it iiati no sm;h evidonce- not then and not when the Com^idssion 
iscued its lie port. In fact, it w^s never possible to place Osv/ald at the 
place from wliich the sliots i^ero allc/;,od to have come at the time wiien they 
were fired and ho was not there tJien* 'fho govomiaent never had a case that 
it could Imve dared talco to court md tills is vdtho^ question, althougli the 
proofs ax'O buried in tlio great mass of of^!eiaJ/"roc^ laost of which have ^ 
no tiling' at all to do witli the crime* 1 have copies of some of this dccuioentation 
separ^ited for copying anti I would sugt^est that it be used in facsimile to :aake 
tliat inforiiation morejceadily available. I bcj.ieve it has never been disclosed 
in facsiiiiile and lias rarelj been montioiied in the media. 

Tlie reviewer's obsojtrvation tliat VIrono did not conduct interviews of Church 
comijiitteoiad iiouse assassins coioi-iittee staffs is correct but the reviewer appoars 
not to liave understood tii^t ^rona Hndted himself to tlio official record and 
not tile opinions of tlmoe vj4o liad their own and tlioir coimnitteos* pasts to 
defend* Vfith thr.^ Uhurch cormsdttse the assassination subcommittee was lieaded by 
Senator achv/eiicor* The othex^ liicmbcr, £kinator ihirt, had notldng at all to d^with 
it. Schwoiicer was domiiuited by the theories nono of wiiich liad any validity in the 
easting, available and official fftct and ho ignored tliis existing evidence 
in pursuit of liLs f anf asy. "iad got novjheie with oil tiiat silliness. 

iinding out the 'Erujj^ is'^finaSTEiore difficult now tJiaiithe autlior would have 



US believe .^IraiQ did not imdcrtalie to addogo tlie wliole proof of the assasi- 

lUition. liiG is a study of tho ioportj^co of tlie liapruder filing of ono aspoot 

of til assassijiation ^uid its invosti^jationo, one aspect that has never been 

addressed as he lias, with the; incluoivcneGS and the detail and the documentation 

of tliat ii:i^x>rtiuit assasoiriati!;ii evidence, But the fact is tiiat as almost none 

who li^ive written about the assasointTliideratiind, it io not possible for private 

pore on s to jaow inveo ti^iatc the asaassinition because the crime itsslf was never 

9 

official j-y invostiaat'.id . 1*1 lor.; is docimontation of tMs aiid as su^^osted above, 
some of it well be inol^ udod, in facsimile, 

file rovieii r’e illLUitrations of wliat he tciras purpite prose that are, on 
tlKiir face, rea: enable^ rwficct tho lack of iaio the entpisiva official 

fact, ono of the problems created by iciassive investigation of the irrelevant 
thtit created a tiiass of irrelevand records and by the laass alone an 

effective denial of access# 

‘fhe first is Vfrone’s otateiiient tliat”thc Church comiiittee ^penmmently 
dislionored tlie nation*,*^ Tixis refers to tho Sohweikor subcommittee and when 
only its interpvtitajioii of its obli^^at;lons is oonsiderod tlic Wrone coiiiment 
is not excessive* SchvJoii:ci'' began with inipocsible but attractive preconceptions 
and noil dug oloe ;irid \innt ncndiezi?, goiii;; anyviherc^ i^ith tboB^■^^otion 3 being 
impossible* 

ihe second iliustratnon is of tho attribution of shaiae to the OIA and S* 
on argui^ient agaiWst believing tide is tl^at v^rojio "claiJ^s that the 01k provided 
a strong criticism of the Uarren bJoiyiaissioii ileport,'* proof was not given 
to tlif* bor:u.iisuion but was vritldiold by^:^ the OIn Lintil its disclosure was 
corAi)cllod by the Rockefeller com is:iion* Timt Coimiii anion, beaded by the former 
Coiiunission assist^mt counsel, David Belin, in turn suppressed that proof. I 
did obtain it aud i did publi!!ii{i/ in facsimile in ttio iy?6 reprint of fhoto- 
graphis hlxitowaH'^di on pages 2^3 follovJing, 

^riiio revievrer iid sunder stood what drone was saying in liis comaat tliat 
professors liavo been u^iwilling to criticia^ the government# VJrone did aot laoaii 
it as a geiiGral statcjucmt. lie meant as criticism related to the assassination 
and its Itivostigations, and tiiat is a true, an unexaggerated statement# 

I'iio rt; viewer believes tliat m .ny professors '*liave failed to resolve the 
pLiatter not for tho 1- ck of trying but because the discovery of oonvinciiig 
evidence lias proven virtually impossible#" This is a r^easonable presumption 
but very few x^i’ofcJGsors liave mdo tlie effort and the few vdio leva asl^od questions 
of me or iitwe used tlio archive ^molco freely available to all did not believe 
the official "solution** to begin with. However, otliBz* than in solving th? 
criiiLo , "tho chj.scovory of convincing evidence" tliat the government did not do 
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t/hat tho oount:ry c5;Lp;ctyd it to do oiid tJiat It did not solve tUo orimc is 

so re;v:dlj available th^xt 1 liave pidnted ni:ie books on tliat, with hundreds 

oi' pLit'^eh ill facsiiiiiloj ineluuiji/^* records tliat were officially suppressed, if 

like thoso vofQVTod tc? above like tJio det^th certificate* liaagine tliat in 

aa invo litigation of a ^^lurdor the official certificate of death was not 

only suppressed from ti;euty-oric large irolumey, it was ludv^en so tiiat researchers 

A 

could not iinti it by a diljci^nt search for iti 



Ihe revirnjeri^s belief tliat tliere slioiiLd bo '*added iliout^iit to tiie quiclc 

ciisraissal of a possible hubaii i^'ctiaif* /J-lustra-tes hov: little underistanding 

tJic basic fact thoro is o/on among the bettor infoiTied o£-4rB^ ?or there to 

G> 

lir^va been a bubaii oonixectien tliat *^comiection” had to bo able to do louch more 
tiiat shoot the iVosd-dent as id i:iuoh mm tium got away. Tliat vras imposcible for 
or for most cmmtriey* Besides uJdch no country would have 
of using ;in '^cwfild aa an assassiiu He v?aa, despite all the oAfuscation, so 
poor a allot ear.Uer friends in the Kaianes tostified tiiat 

j ^ ^ j 

they credited ldi:i with Idta vhoa he missed in sJiooting, And 



oven then Us. /aid was only a single jxjxnt above the mini/timri req,uired of 
in tlso military, 'fiio corps' ccnaiiandiTnt rated Oswald as a ^'rather poorYhot,'' 
ai^(Ji’t>ae did ruport. jiut even mtjre toportiint is the fast that beginninji with 
the solution to tho Cuba missile crisis of October, 1^62, not only iiliat there 
considoi'able cniirijiO iu the policies of the iieimsdy admitiistration, that solu- 
tion guaranteed Uaotro and Quhi\ tt^^airist any invasion. That was a protection 
khi‘uscjichcv ccuLJ.d not provide and Ms inability to provide that is wliat led 
to tho introduction of Soviet Mcsilec into Cuba. Castro would have had to 
be an idiot to Idll Ills only real protection iti tlic entire viorldi That solu- 
tion ^jas tiLit tiio 'tiited ^tates woul4 protect Cuba against any invasion. 

Senator cCuosell did believe that there might liave been a Coniiauiiist conuoction^ 
aa what "i^olaiaor: said can b<! interpreted as meaniiic^ but tliey knew only ;«hat 
they were given and aside froiii any praconceptions they may lujve )jad what was 
fflvoii to tlicin led them to not— ©tfeet' beliefs, ireither waa given all that was 
obt^iincd^ not any of the infor/r/ation tliat oatabUshod the impossibility of 
the assussination liavifig been a Cuban job. 



On tlie kussoU '’tertiiinally ill*’ comraontf kussoll liad emphysenia and tljere 
Was no cure for it. J^at it docs not idll instmntily* it toices years, And 

as lie told and wrote itie, it limited v/lmt he could under talx after he know how the 
Comjdssion had violated its agi’GCd-to procedures and liad elindnated from its 
records tlie rsoord of Ms disagreement he was maldng for Jii story, for Senator 

I - * 

Cooper mui for IdiusoliM also hive dociurioutation of thdu fer/tlie Kusnell arcliivo 



at th-; ^nivQp ity oi ^coiYiia at i^i Bui table j£or facsmile reproduction 

if thu Uidvor!:dt7 of ^;jGnsiiooioii is obt..dnad* It ijieludos an eloquent 

oral idatory by ^c^itor Uoopisr/, 

Iii the rocoJTiJ.iGnded use of plcturo, witii I agree, that use requires 

copyright })ertnifision and idth the iiapruder laJdly tiiat means a very high Cost, 
is uhat tiicy cliarge. 

All illustration of liou little the most intcllifsont lia.o heen able to 
loam about tit: aotu;iditio;;> of tho assassijiation and its investigation, tliio 
iT3vicv;er is "inclined tf|accept tlac unofficial concluido j/ of the House Select 
Uoivrdttce sit"l^i;nff director tJmt Ooirald idlled Jidv under inob direction and 
with helpp‘* The fact ± ^ t-u^t iiobcji-t Bl^ikcy bo^jrin with the presumption tlie 
assassination was a Uob Job ;md c/ospitc tlie t^eat effort hfs made to prove it 
CGiae up blttnlc, tliore being, in fact, no reason even to suspect tliat the 
raafi^. the President keilled. Mot in the eGtabliol:ied official fact* It 
is illu^.rtrative of tlic reulitios t^jiat arc almost entil^cly unloiown that the 
I'iJCA did not even got from the I’iiX, and tlds after in I^UIA litigation 

X luxd forced then into tho public doioan, anytliiag like tlisti volume of those 
i''i3I assassination rf^coi'xls X iiad made public, I do not not have access to the 
files in vdiieh the i^’bl report on vjhut the liBCa got from it but i;?y recollection 

is tlmit i| /jot almost as uminy mai'ia r<i£ords as it those said to b© on 

^ic assassimitioiu Md those it got on the assassination were not much moro 
tWi lialf of wtiat 1 Imd obtained by that litigation. 

f 1.10 c I'im realities arc not wlmt an authentic and inf ormed scholar would 
Gzix^^ct th.ra to be- should be ontitii\Aed to expect tkjm toHS" be, 

for oxiuaplc, the abundarit criticise of government by scholars on 

other subjects ii; assume to b-; their criticism on tliis subject, and that is 

hot wliat tile i-ecord slious. 

If this book is publisliedWi^no will be only the thord person wlio published 
a book about the assassination tiiat is devoid of tlicorizing and restricts itself 
entirely or almost entirely to the official fact of tlv> official investigations- 
and abodj wiiich officitfLdom was often not correct in interpretation of it 
in tile mufining given to it. 

While tide itu^y be hard to believe, that it is the fact iS tlmt all I printed 
on tide in all those volumes is what the official record actually says an<i^4 spite 
tlie uniidoiiaed slurs by iCraf‘.t, v;ho confusGs hi^ lik^.:s and didlikes with evidenct^ 
bith the glassing of thirty-five years since tlie j^blication of my first book, not 
one of tlic UoLimission or ofits staf, or of tiijiitiiouse coiimdttee or its stafT lias 
wiltten or phoned me to co/npiiin tiiat I was unfair oi^ inaccui‘ate in wluit I virote 
about him. fliisi, not the ICtirt^ fabrications, is the fact. It reflects tlie reality. 



